
"IILL CREEK DISTRIBUTION SYSTEM MEETING

FEBRUARY 26, rg85

Richard Hall, Directing Distribution Engineer of the Division
of Water Righfs called the meeting to order at 7:00 p.m. He gave
a brief statement concerning the purpose of lhis meeting and then
read the minutes of the previous meeting held February 7 , f985.
The minutes were approved as read.

Mark Page, Area Engineer from the Price Area Office, then
discussed various options available for financing the Milt Creek
Distribution System in 1985. The first proposal was based on the
water delivered to each user during 1984. The second option was
to assess based on the paper water right with the first class
rights being assessed at fuII vaIue, and the remainder of the
users at a weighted value of 3/5. Mr. HalI then related some
case histories concerning the legalities of making assessments
and the need to stay within bhe statutes as outlined in Section
73-5-L of the Code.

Jim WaIker, of the Grand County Water Conservancy DistricE
Board stated that the Moab Irrigation Company and the District
have met and would jointly propose that either the rrrigation
company watermaster, or an employee of the District, be empowered
by the state Engineer to distribute the waters of Milr creek.
Thene was some objeetion to this pnoposar by some of the other
users on the system. l,lr . Harl stated bhat the state Engineer
could not endorse this proposal because of the obvious conflict
of interest. He further stated that if arr of the water users
could come to agreement on this idea, they courd organize such a
system, but the individual chosen to distribube the water would
have no statutory authority.

Some discussion col)certiirrg the installation of recording
measuring devices was entertained. Payment for any such devices
courd be born by the users on the ditch or by the system aE rarge
if such an item was part of the budget. rt was decided that
recording devices would help collect better data, but the actual
distribution of the water wourd need to be accomprished by a
cernmissiol)er.

There was some discussion coneerning the reduction in the
duties of a state appointed commissioner. possibly the
Irrigation Company watermaster anC a District employee could make
a majority of the water measurements and the state appointed
commissioner would make periodic spot-check readings. rfregulation matters arose that were controversial, the state
commissioner would have the authority to intervene.
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A vote was then called for or) the questiotr of whether or not
to have a commissioner in I985. Mr. HaIl stated that each
account or user would have one vote. At the present time, there
are nine accounts or users on the M1II Creek System. Seven were
present at the meeting. Each of the voting users persent were
given an opportunity to state their feelings concerning the
matter being voted on. Five of the users were against abolishing
the distribution system and two were in favor.

Because it was apparent that some type of system would be
established, Mr. HaII asked those present to aIlow him to place
the balance of trust funds in an iriterest beaning sweep account.
The proportionate interest accrued would be returned to the
system. John Bicking made a motion to accept this proposal. A

second was given by D.L. Taylor. The motion passed.

A budget for 1985 was the next item of business. After some
discussior,, D.L. TayIor made the motioti to establish a budget for
1985 in the same amount as in 1984. David Yeates seconded the
motion. The motion also included establishing a minimum
assessment of $50.00 The motion carried. After some discussion,
a motion was made by D.L. Taylor to assess each user based on the
water delivered in 1984. If no water was delivered the $50.00
mlnimum fee would be assessed. The 1985 assessment would be in
the same amount as the budget. Richard Nunn seconded the motiotr.
There was one descending vote' The 1985 budget is as forlows:

Commissioner SaIary (contractual)
Matching SociaI SecuritY
Matching State Retirement
Travel Expense @ 0.35lmi1e
Bonds & Insurance Premiums
Commisisioner Annual RePort
I'liscellaneous Expense s

Tot aI

$2800.00
0-

-0
$1000.00

$50.00
$r00.00
$50.00

$4000.00

The appointment of a commissioner vJas the next item of
business. Mr. Taylor stated that some conflict of interest may
occur if Robert Byrnes was reappointed because of Ieasing land
under Ditch tts. Mr. Byrnes stated that he would not pursue the
Iease. Mr. Taylor then made the motion to reappoint Robert
Byrnes as the MilI Creek Water Commissioner for t'he 1985 water
year. Charlene Yeates seconded the motion. The vote was
un an imous .
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A committee was then appointed to conduct the necessary
business on the system. Moab Irrigation will be represented by a

board member. DaIe Pierson wilI represent the Conservancy
District, and Richard Nunn wilt represettt the Mesa Users. DaIe
Pierson was chosen to be the chairman of the committee.

There was some discussion as to the duties of the
commissioner. Mr. HalI stated that he was charged with the
responsibility of controlling the delivery of water to the users
and keeping adequate records. However, he waS ttot to clean and
maintain any of the headgates or measuring devices on the system.
This type of work was to be taken care of by each water user.
The commissioner will be responsible to split the water turned
into Ditch #5 between the users on lt5 and Walkers.

Those present included the following:

James L. Walker
Margie L. Shafer
Doug Farnsworth
J.V. l,Jestwood
Ray AIger
EIIen AIger
George M. White
Gary Wilson
D. L. Taylor
John Bicking
Marilyn Bicking
Doug Yeates
Charlerie Yeates
Richard Nunn
Kay L. Young
Janie WaIker Lawrence
Robert Byrnes
David Bretzke
DaIe Pierson
Dan Holyoak

Conservancy District
Moab Irrigation CompanY
Moab Irrigation CompanY
Moab Irrigation CompanY
Mesa User Horse Creek
Mesa User Horse Creek
Conservancy District
Conservancy District
Conservancy District
Sel f
Sel f
Sel f
Wilson Mesa Irr. Co.
Wilson Mesa Irr. Co.
SeI f
Emma WaIker
Water Commissioner
Conservancy District
Conservancy District
Conservancy District
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MilI Creek

1985 Budget

The following figures are based

Total water diverted on MiIl
$50.00 minimum charge for all

minimum charge.
Unit cost for a total budget

(plus minimum charge)

on water diverted in f984 (AF):

Creek in 1984 8424.40 aere feet
users unless usage exceeds the

of $4000 = 0.4570 per acre foot

Grand County

Assessments

Accounts

Moab Irr. Co.
Grand Cy. Water Cons. Dist.
Emma !{alker
Doris Barry (min. assessment)
Hilson Mesa Irr. Co.
Ray Alger
Kay Young
Mitchell Wllliams (min. assessment)
John Bicking (nin. assessment)

TotaI

Assessment

$175L.75
L659.35

184 .80
50.00
88.55
69.30
96.25
50.00
50 .00

$4000.00


